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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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6) IEl Claim(s) 7-73 is/are rejected. 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant's arguments, filed 1 September 2006, with respect to the rejection of claims 1- 
9, 12 and 13 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yamada (US 6,008,440) in view 
of European Patent (EP 071 1655 A2) have been fully considered and are not persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection of claims 1-9, 12 and 13 is maintained for reasons of record within the 
office action mailed 1 June 2006 and for the additional reasons set forth below. Additionally, 
claims 10 and 1 1 are added to the rejection as set forth below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
. such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yamada, US 
6,008,440 hereinafter known as Yamada, in view of Ciani, EP 071 1655 A2 hereinafter known as 
Ciani, and further in view of Coe, US 5,018,422 hereinafter known as Coe. 

The teachings of Yamada in view of Ciani as in the previous office action are restated 

below. 

The primary reference to Yamada teaches the basic claimed invention including a method 
for making wood elements for musical instrument comprising laminating resin coated wooden 
plate units and bonding same via pressure means- col 2, lines 1-14, col 3, lines 19-54; col 6, lines 
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1-11. The reference further teaches alignment of its units in col 5, lines 63-67. Relating to the 
fiber directions of the wooden plate units being uniformly aligned, the examiner maintains hat 
such article aspect( fiber being aligned), is directed to product/article limitations and are of no 
patentability consequences to the instant claimed process steps. Such alignment, refers to product 
characteristics. The primary reference, although teaches pressure bonding means( col 3, line 49) 
and further discloses density for its body in col 4, line 54, fails to teach thermal pressing bonding 
step. The secondary European reference, however, teaches that it is known in the art to laminate 
wooden plate units, as taught by the primary reference, via thermal pressing- col 2, line 1-4; col 
3, lines 36-43. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention is made to combine the teachings of the secondary European patent and thermal press 
the laminate of the primary reference in the absence of unexpected results. Both the European 
patent and Yamada are combinable as both relate to laminated frame articles( Yamada: col 2, 
line 18; European patent: col 2, line 18 ). Concerning claims 12 and 13, the reference teaches the 
claimed independent process limitations as discussed above. Concerning claim 13, the 
reference(s) indeed teach thermal pressing(obvious combined teaching of the references), the 
application of specific pressure ranges, as claimed, would have been obvious - see In re Aller, 
105 USPQ 233. Concerning claims 2 and 7, the secondary reference teaches paper portions for 
its wooden material- col 1, lines 50-58. Concerning claims 3 and 4, the cited primary reference 
teaches musical product in col 5, lines 57-62. Concerning claim 5, the cited references all teach 
multi-lamination processes for their respective steps and densities for the respective laminates. 
Secondary European reference: col 3, lines 11-31 and Yamada: col 5, lines 13-30; col 4, line 54. 
Concerning claims 6, the secondary reference teaches controlling the pressure application step in 
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col 2, lines 1-4. Concerning claims 8 and 9, the primary reference teaches musical articles in col 
1, lines 55; col 5, lines 58-62, 

Additionally, concerning claims 10 and 1 1, the primary reference, Yamada, teaches in 
column 5, lines 5-62 and column 6, lines 26-49, a violin comprising laminated wooden plates. 

The rejection based on Yamada in view of Ciani does not teach the dyeing of the wooden 
plates as added by the amendment filed 1 September 2006. 
Coe teaches: 

Column 4, line 56 through column 5, line 2 , teach a method of applying varnish to the 
body of a wooden violin-type instrument in which the varnish can penetrate through the 
entire thickness of the wood. 

Column 6, lines 14-30 , teach that a dye can be added to the varnish. Examples of 
preferred dyes are presented. It is noted that in the absence of an added dye the varnish 
itself provides color and varnishes could be selected to provide desired coloration. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to treat the violin body of 
Yamada with the dyed varnish of Coe to provide a violin having a desired color and traditional 
finish and appearance. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to select a thickness of 
wood laminate suitable for the manufacture of the desired instrument. 



Application/Control Number: 10/624,486 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 1774 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brett A. Crouse whose telephone number is 571-272-6494. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 6:00AM - 2:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rena Dye can be reached on 571-272-3186. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
; like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 



information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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